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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), 
which papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the memory stores other control programs" 
in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is 
believed claim 3 was intended to depend on claim 2, and has been treated as 
such for the remainder of this Office action. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 



Application/Control Number: 10/785,534 Page 
Art Unit: 2622 

5. Claims 1-2 and 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated bv Sakai (JP Published Application 2001-268413). 

6. Regarding claim 1, Sakai discloses a camera device (see drawing 1 ) 
comprising an optical system (1 1 a-c), a driving unit which drives the optical 
system (1 1d-f), and a control unit (13, 21 ) which makes the driving unit start 
driving of the optical system to a predetermined state by an initialization of the 
optical system, i.e. releasing the collapsible zoom lens (see paragraph [0022]) by 
activating zoom motor 1 1d, before other initializations than the initialization of the 
optical system, i.e. initialization of the signal-processing means (see paragraph 
[0021]), when the camera device is started up in a state in which an operation 
mode for photographing is set (see paragraph [0026]). 

7. Regarding claim 2, Sakai discloses a memory (17, 24) which stores a 
control program for the camera device, and wherein the control unit reads a 
program for startup which is required for the initialization of the optical system 
from the memory, i.e. reading and interpreting information that would be 
inherently required to control the zoom motor 1 1d, and reads a control program 
other than the program for startup from the memory, i.e. reading and interpreting 
information that would be inherently required to control the signal processing 
means, after making the driving unit start driving of the optical system to the 
predetermined state by an execution of the program for startup. 

8. Regarding claim 6, Sakai discloses that the optical system comprises a 
sinkable lens, i.e. a collapsible lens (see paragraph [0003]). 

9. Method claims 7 and 8 are drawn to the method of using the 
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corresponding apparatus claimed in claims 1 and 6. Therefore method claims 7 
and 8 correspond to apparatus claims 1 and 6 and are rejected for the same 
reasons of obviousness as used above. 

10. Claims 9 and 10 are drawn to a computer program stored in a computer 
readable medium corresponding to the method claimed in claims 7 and 8. 
Therefore claims 9 and 10 correspond to method claims 7 and 8 and are rejected 
for the same reasons of obviousness as used above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

12. Claims 3-5 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sakai (JP Published Application 2001-268413). 

13. Regarding claim 3, as mentioned in the discussion of claims 1 and 2 
above, Sakai discloses all the limitations of the parent claim. Official notice is 
taken that it is old and well known to store programs in a memory either 
continuously or non-continuously. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to store other 
control programs continuously after the program for startup in order to access 
said control programs faster decreasing processing time. 
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1 4. Regarding claim 4, as mentioned in the discussion of claims 1 and 2 
above, Sakai discloses all the limitations of the parent claim. Sakai does not 
explicitly teach that the control unit reads the control program, except for the 
program for startup, from the memory without waiting for an end of the driving of 
the optical system to the predetermined state. However, Sakai discloses that the 
problem sought to be solved by his invention is to decrease the amount of time 
required to initialize the camera for recording (see paragraphs [0017] and 
[0021]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have the control unit read the control 
program from the memory without waiting for an end of the driving of the optical 
system to the predetermined state in order to decrease the initialization time. 

15. Regarding claim 5, official notice is taken that it is old and well known to 
store programs in a memory either continuously or non-continuously. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to store other control programs continuously after the 
program for'startup in order to access said control programs faster decreasing 
processing time. 
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16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Wanda M. Negron whose telephone number 
is (571 ) 270-1 129. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 6:30 am - 
4:00 pm alternate Fri off. 

1 7. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7593. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

18. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Wanda M. Negron 
March 29, 2007 




DAVID OMETZ 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



